' Experience and Thinking	173
consequences of what goes on, flows one of the chief paradoxes
of thought. Born in partiality, in order to accomplish its
tasks it must achieve a certain detached impartiality. The
general who allows his hopes and desires to affect his obser-
vations and interpretations of the existing situation will
surely make a mistake in calculation. While hopes and
fears may be the chief motive for a thoughtful following of
the war on the part of an onlooker in a neutral country, he
too will think ineffectively in the degree in which his prefer-
ences modify the stuff of his observations and reasonings.
There is, however, no incompatibility between the fact that
the occasion of reflection lies in a personal sharing in what is
going on and the fact that the value of the reflection lies upon
keeping one's self out of the data. The almost insurmountable
difficulty of achieving this detachment is evidence that thinking
originates in situations where the course of thinking is an actual
part of the course of events and is designed to influence the
result. Only gradually and with a widening of the 'area of
vision through a growth of social sympathies does thinking
develop to include what lies beyond our direct interests: a
fact of great significance for education.
To say that thinking occurs with reference to situations
which are still going on, and incomplete, is to say that
thinking occurs when things are uncertain or doubtful or
problematic. Only what is finished, completed, is wholly
assured. Where there js_re£Lection there_is suspense. The
object of thinking is to help reach a~conclusion, to project a
possible termination on the basis of what is already given.
Certain other facts about thinking accompany this feature.
Since the situation in which thinking occurs is a doubtful one,
thinking is a process of inquiry, of looking into things, of
investigating. Acquiring is always secondary, and instru-
mental to the act of iwquiring. It is seeking, a quest, for
something that is not at hand. We sometimes talk as if
" original research " were a peculiar prerogative of scientists

